INDIANA UTILITY REGULATORY COMMISSION 8 http:/fwww.state.in. usllurcl
302 W. WASHINGTON STREET, SUITE E-306 Office: (317) 232-2701
INDIANAPQOLIS, INDIANA 46204-2764 Facsimile: (317) 232-6758

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION FILED

OF SPECTROTEL, INC., FOR A

CERTIFICATE OF TERRITORIAL MAR O & 2004
AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE FACILITIES

BASED LOCAL EXCHANGE INDIANA L 11t 1y
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICES, HIELLATORY CoMAsgte
INCLUDING CALLER ID SERVICES,

THROUGHOUT THE STATE OF INDIANA; CAUSE NO. 42570

FOR AN ORDER REQUESTING THE
COMMISSION TO DECLINE TO EXERCISE
ITS JURISDICTION, IN WHOLE OR IN
PART, AND TO THE FULLEST EXTENT
ALLOWABLE BY LAW, PURSUANT TO 1.C.
§8-1-2.6; AND REQUEST FOR CONSENT FOR
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS TO
GRANT RIGHT-OF-WAY PERMITS,
LICENSES, OR FRANCHISES, PURSUANT
TO I.C. §36-2-2-23.

i e i e i I i g T " g

You are hereby notified that on this date the Indiana Utility Regulatory Commission
(*Commission™) has caused the following entry to be made:

Spectrotel shall answer the following data request on or before March 19, 2004:

According to Spectrotel, Inc.’s website, the residential plan called “Resipak™ provides a
bundled package of local, intra-state and intra-LATA long distance. The customer receives an
allotment of local calls and local calls in excess of the allotment are 2 cents per minute. Will
Indiana customers or potential Indiana customers be provided with a flat rate option for local
calls? Will “Resipak” customers be clearly informed that they have an allotment of local calls?
Will the number of local calls and minutes be itemized on customer’s bills? Please explain and
provide examples of bills and marketing materials.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

rraine Hitz-Bradley. Afdministrative Law Judge /

Date: (Wd//% AQ Y
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Nancy Q’Mam@ﬂecretary to the Com




